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doubtedly national struggles in which capitalism was not involved on either side.
If capitalism is accepted merely as an important stage in the development of a nation., but not as an essential condition of its existence, Stalin's four characteristics lose some of their impres-siveness. Community of territory may certainly be a highly important element in furthering economic cohesion and community of psychological make-up, but it is not an essential condition of nationhood, unless the cohesion of the nation is, by hypothesis, that of a rising capitalist industry serving an internal peasant market. Community of territory is often a condition of the formation of a nation, as community of religion may be also. Stalin would not deny the existence of such cases,1 although he would not like them, but in spite of this he quite rightly avoided including community of religion in his list of the characteristics of a nation. In the cases of most modern nations community of religion is certainly not a necessary condition of common nationality, but community of territory can also be dispensed with in some cases of nationalities of pre-capitalist structure. Jews and Armenians are only typical instances of a feature widespread in Eastern Europe and Asia from ancient times.
Stalin strongly attacked Bauer for basing his theory of nationality upon a " community of psychological make-up ". The existence of such a community is hardly accessible to objective scientific investigation and seems to indicate only some subjective feelings of community which certain members of a particular nationality may share and others not. But Stalin still included the point among his four characteristics, although, in practical application, it may lead to endless disputes as to whether anti-Prussian feelings are strongest among the Austrians, the Bavarians, or the Berlin workers. Bauer himself recognised 2 that there was a strong connection between his somewhat psychological conception of nationality and his Kantian philosophy. No special Marxist orthodoxy is needed to see the connection between Bauer's theoretical conception of nationality and the restriction of his policy on the national question to a mere demand for cultural autonomy. But it is also not difficult to see some connection between Stalin's increasing readiness to recognise the Jews, in fact if not in theory, as a nation,3 and the fact that
1 ibid.t pp. 42-3.                  a See above, p. 219, and note I.
3 See above, p. 329.